Dear Dud* 9/21/74 

I was disappointed to read of your failure in court yesterday and frustrated to 
read in Arthur ^:jieraU^gooa editorial article of the lack of contact nith 

tm basic reality to he displayed* 

lou Xauysrs stay so busy with what keeps you buoy that you arc often reduced 
to tkcorizirg 02 precedent without over ssastoiiag the fact or what precedent there 
loi^ht oo that ia not generally knoranru 

As eoon as lord's deal with liAxon was reported I also felt it should be blocke d 
and a scans by which I believe it can bo oceoiipiiahed occurred to sis. I tliiak it h&s a. 
good chance* I took it up with d in in confidence to get a lawyer's evaluation. Hq 
agrees it is worth a try and cm wort* 

&it ao I told you when yon wore about to depose Dennett, qy days of undertakine 
now work frou aliioh there can be nei ther profit nor personal benefit to s® are over, 
to a degree you should have learned what you would not take tine for with Bennett. I 
Unit this to a degree because only a snail part has core out* At that tiae you bed 
associates whose interest ran into seven figures. Shey could well have afforded a 
proper fee* which they would have paid a lawyer who lacked the infomatioa and. the vision 
and the knowledge. Sec® of then were so aelf-ispurtant they would not oven part with a 
copy of a deposition.^ jashlic_ record . 

If there are answers and solutions I believe 1 have cot loss than core of thee 
than anyone who has gone public. I an aware of the Bader endeavor, too, and I’to 
stayed away froa it. 


Jixs 3 .S not personal. I'a not lasking a Aeaand on or a soli citation of you. But 
«uero are nany of neajis and inters at who'll Waste fortunes on futilities* If I bad a 
scans of approaching then I would not because I'a not going to be in a position that 
anyoau can distort into that bf a beggar. Iliia liappened at the snd in h ow Orleans and 
it will not again f roa anything X Co. 

% the "izoa topes situation 1*11 esrely give you a few hints. I tsH2 not give 
anywis details without an understanding that if whoever It nay be goes ahead ±t will 
be uito a understj aiding. (I'Ve learned painfully again recently about bivachas 

mjti?' sr^ti^ a ^— 1 1 **“* to 06 vouid aot b ° ?ersoma3jr 


4.U . / *** aboaW lmve fiied * Kith other defendants* was not filed. Charts 

that should have been made were not aado. Und this would have crossed into the criainal 
end into an &r®& *fh era you haw oaa friend w:m is sn authentic tixpart*) And there is a 
combination of toe nost basic facts of ,hlch there has boon no indication any lawyer 
of toe many who have been involved or written and spoken on this has the remotest 
awareness. Thar© is no law that o an overwhelm non* of th^m facts. 

When I can I plug away at the Watergate book. I’ll be la town again when there 
is need or >fhon co dec of the book are available* 


